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1 Introduction and Executive Summary

1.1 Session data
The RG WT03 session was held on 8 Oct 2003 during Q2.

The following Tdocs were input to this session:
	Type
	Input Tdoc#

-> Output Tdoc#

(if changed)
	TS(s)
	Rel
	Title
	Source
	Replaces
	Input Status
	Reviewed
	Output Status

	Report
	S5‑037049
	-
	-
	Report of SA5#03 WT03 session
	Convenor: RG Rappotuer 
	-
	New
	Yes
	RG Approved

	New Draft
	S5-037122
	32.361
	R6
	New Rel-6 TS 32.361 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): Requirements) 
	MCC
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle, with minor editorials

	New Draft
	S5-037123
	32.362
	R6
	New Rel-6 TS 32.362 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): Information service)  
	MCC
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle, with minor editorials

	New Draft
	S5-037124
	32.363
	R6
	New Rel-6 TS 32.363 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): CORBA solution set) - for Information
	MCC
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle, with minor editorials

	Discussion Document
	S5-037159
	32.363
	R6
	Use of OMG CORBA Naming Service to implement EP IRP
	Ericsson 
	-
	New
	Yes
	Agreed in principle. Request China Mobile merge into 32.363


1.2 Executive summary

1.2.1 Achievements of this meeting

For new drafts, now anticipate should be able to agree at next meeting to send to SA for approval after editorials and merge of 32.633 contributions made.

The reviewed MCC TSs should be the basis for any further work on these TSs for EP IRP going forward.

1.2.2 Total achievements and progress of this WT in this release (Rel-6)

· Achievements:


Reqs, IS, CORBA SS returned from MCC anticipate should be ready to be sent to SA at next meeting after editorials identified at this meeting have been made to next meeting.

· Percentage of completion:
80% (Phase 1)

· Problems:


none

1.2.3 Action requested by (and information to be forwarded to) SWG-C / SA5 

1. The RG requests SWG-C/ SA5 to approve the following:

 none 

2. For information to SWG-C and/or SA5 and/or SA:
None 

3. Documents requested to be withdrawn: 

None
4. Any other action requested by SWG-C/ SA5:

None

2 Approval of the last meeting report 

2.1 S5-037049: RG Session Report for WT03 from SA5#35

Approved.

3 Action items
	Item
	Description
	Release
	Owner
	Status after meeting #23
	WT RG respon-sible
	Target date

	#35bis.1
	Check principles for Forward regarding referencing related IRP specs.
	Rel-6
	Thomas Tovinger (Ericsson)
	Open


	WT02
	Meeting #36

	#35bis.2
	When Information Type or Matching Information is empty in IS operation input and output parameter tables, what should be entered, or should just remain empty. Study and provide recommendation.
	Re-6
	Edwin Tse (Ericsson)
	Open
	WT02 + General
	Meeting #36bis

	#35bis.3
	Investigate if any issue not having CMIP solution set longer term for this IRP.
	Rel-6
	All
	Open
	WT02
	Meeting #36bis


4 Review of input documents 

4.1 Tdoc/item S5-037122 New Rel-6 TS 32.361 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): Requirements)

Trevor briefly introduced the MCC document and opened for comments. 

· Clause 4. Editorial: Remove bold “following types of services”

· Forward: Include full titles of referenced TS 32.36x specification. Action #35bis.1: Thomas check principles for Forward regarding referencing related IRP specs.

· Figure 1: Remove duplicate figure and reformat as part of lower figure (latest?) outside box.

· Clause 3.1. Typo: “version negotiation” --> “Version negotiation”
· Forward:  Reference to TS 32.361 should be bold text not TS 32.362.
Conclusions: No major changes identified. After updated this can be used as baseline requirements for EP, and if other specs 32.362 and 32.363 also ready it is anticipated they can be approved by SA5 to be sent to SA for R6 approval.

4.2 Tdoc/item S5-037123 New Rel-6 TS 32.362 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): Information service)  

Trevor briefly introduced the MCC document and opened for comments.

· Figures 5.1 and 5.2: as per latest IS template, these class diagrams do not need the figure captions.

· Clause 5.3.1.2: reword: “The IOC EPIRP has no own attributes…….”  ( “The IOC EPIRP does not have its own attributes ……”.
· Clause 6.1:  delete last sentence, as no longer true.
· Figure 6.1: as per latest IS template, this class diagrams do not need the figure captions.

· Clause 6.3.1.3: Matching Information, first attribute: the description has lost the structure i.e. now just a bunch of words. Need to be restructured again to fully identify the structure of the sequences elements and their nesting.

· Clause 6.3.1.3: Comments: insert spaces/lines between paragraphs to aid readability.

· Clause 6.3.1.4 & 6, and all other similar tables in the document: text in cells should be left justified, not central in body of the tables. (as per template).

· Clause 6.3.2.2:, and similar templates: Information Type and Matching information cells: Action Edwin: When information is empty, should explicitly indicate “blank”. Action #35bis.2 Edwin Tse (Ericsson) study and recommend IS Template clarification update as appropriate.

· Clause 6.4.1.4: and associated other references: Notification name and type: Recommend change the name of the notification from “notifyIRPInfoChanges” to “notifyEPIRPInfoChanges”, otherwise meaning is ambiguous. (Though changes are associated with IRPAgents, the actual information changes are associated with EP IRP information pertaining to other IRPs). Is “type” of notification best, best choice: consider to next meeting if recommend change appropriate. (Default assumption, just change name).

· Clause 4. Figure 4.1: Agent is missing. 

· Forward: See comments on S5-037122.

Conclusions After updated this may be used as baseline IS for EP, and if other specs 32.361 and 32.363 also ready it is anticipated they can be approved by SA5 to be sent to SA for R6 approval.

4.3 Tdoc/item S5-037124 New Rel-6 TS 32.363 (Entry Point (EP) Integration Reference Point (IRP): CORBA solution set) - for Information

Trevor briefly introduced the MCC document and opened for comments.

· Forward: See comments on S5-037122.
· Clause 2: References: highlighted text: Check and remove unused references.

· Tables: All cell text should be left justified, not centred.

· Annex A1 IDL:

·  Check if IRPIdType should be short or long (?).

· Page 12: ITU-T defined semantics is wrong, so should remove. Last sentence is also wrong so suggest remove from the comment.

· GetIrpReference: Output defined here should be that defined already in NotificationIRPConstDefs i.e. reference and use the const defined in NotificationIRPConst Defs instead rather than define here  (See examples in other IDLs)

· Need to change name of notification, see comments on IS above under S5-037123.

Conclusions: After updated (see also S5-037159) this may be used as baseline CORBA SS for EP, and if other specs 32.362 and 32.363 also ready it is anticipated they can all be approved by SA5 at next meeting #36 to be sent to SA for R6 approval. A CMIP solution set is not available, but understood this is not necessary for SA approval or required for an additional EP specification set. Action all #35bis.3: Check if any issues not having CMIP solution set. Siemens currently have no need for this IRP. If required this could generated independently at a later date.
4.4 Tdoc/item S5-037159 Use of OMG CORBA Naming Service to implement EP IRP

Edwin presented the Ericsson contribution following presentation and general agreement on the proposal at the last meeting. Clarification was given and comments were taken and following conclusion reached:

· Clarified, the text is meant to be just recommendation for the implementation. It cannot be tested per se. Hence the information should just be added to the SS as an Informative Annex

· All agreed  and had no objection to including the informative recommendation text into an informative annex of 32.363. Envisage also there would be no objection from China Mobile, following discussions at last meeting.
Conclusions: Recommend include the text of the contribution into informative annex, after making appropriate, title, renumbering, adding references and font changes are made to integrate it into the specification document.

4.5 Input documents not discussed 

None.

5 Joint session(s) held with other RGs (if necessary)

None

6 Any other business

None
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